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758 r$o£ av, oifiai, TqvS* IBovaa av(i<f>opav, i. e. et, ifSoi? kt\. 
^J 539 ^vda icev ov/ceri epyov avr)p ovoaabTO fiereXOoov. 

It is often impossible to pronounce dogmatically as to the 
form of the finite verb which the participle represents, but in 
general its correspondence to some finite form of the same 
tense is unquestioned. 

It has been shown that of the attributive, the supplemen- 
tary, and the circumstantial participles, a large majority cor- 
respond to the aorist indicative and refer distinctly to past 
time. From this great preponderance of the participles which 
refer to past time, it is easy to see that there would be an in- 
creasing tendency to use the aorist participle as if by natural 
right it referred to an act which preceded that of the principal 
verb, whether the finite verb which the participle represented 
would have been in the aorist, imperfect, or pluperfect indica- 
tive. In general, however, this participle either retained its 
original achronic force or represents the aorist indicative. 



VI. — On the Verbal Abstract Nouns in -o-t? in Thucydides. 
By E. G. SIHLER, Ph.D., 

NEW YORK CITY. 

One of the most striking features of the style of Thucydides 
is his tendency towards condensation ; and this is particularly 
observable in his use of verbal nouns in -<™?. Such nouns 
occur, roughly speaking, 400 times. A few of them had 
obtained general currency before the time of this historian, — 
for example, SyfrK, Taft?, sundry compounds of -/Sam?, 77730- 
<£a<m, etc. The great majority of them, however, are dis- 
tinctly Thucydidean. Stahl's edition contains 471 pages. 
Using this as a basis of calculation, these verbals occur, on 
the average, once in i£ pages of text. The average amount 
of text in which one occurrence is found, is, for the several 
books, as follows : for book i., if pages ; ii., if ; iii., f ; iv., 
1 J ; v., 1^; vi., if; vii., |; viii., 2. Comparing these with 
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the general average, \\, the diversities are, on the whole, too 
small to warrant any inferences as to the stylistic development 
of Thucydides, although the last book may possibly have been 
less thoroughly worked over into the characteristic diction of 
the author. 

In respect of function and usage these nouns show differ- 
ences sufficient to be made the basis of their classification. 
They are found : 

1. As substantives, pure and simple ; as subject, or object, 
or predicate-noun ; and in prepositional phrases. 

2. With a genitive objective attached. Here their verbal 
force is well maintained. 

3. Introducing constructions such as would properly follow 
a verb. 

4. In dependence upon a genitive subjective or possessive. 

5. In periphrases with irotelaOai, <yiyvecrdat, ej(ew, irape^ew, 
elvai. 

1. The purely substantive nouns in -o-t?. Of these many 
are employed by Thucydides in a purely concrete sense ; e. g. 
oXicriGt,?, ii. 1 7, I, 0X47049 fiev riaiv inrrip^ov oltajaei? ; ivOv/Aqais, 
i. 132, 5, >cara evdvprjcriv riva; ava^coprjcri';, 'place of refuge,' 
i. 90, 2, ttjv UekoTrovvrjaov licavr)v elvai dva-^wprja-iv Kal a<f>opfiijv. 
eVt'/cXijo-t? occurs as a synonym of ovop,a i. 3, 2 ; Kal iravv ovSe 
elvai 17 eVt/cX^o-t? avT-q. This employment of the nouns in 
-<ri<: in a concrete sense is particularly manifest where these 
nouns are coupled with concrete substantives proper, as the 
correlatives or equivalents of the latter ; e. g. vi. 48, Kal 
Xifieva ical i<f>6pp,r}<riv rfj arparia ecreaOai ; iv. 126, 1, ftpa-yel 
vTTOfivrjfiaTt, ical irapaiveaei ; viii. 1, 2, ■jrepieia-TijKei <£o/3o? Kal 
KaTairXfj^i^. 

Double compound verbs are changed into verbal nouns as 
well as simple compounds, and illustrate very strikingly the 
energy of condensation attained by the writer, however harsh 
the effect may be. Thus dvTegopfirjoris, ii. 91, 4, dgvp,<f>opov 
Bp&vre<; 7r/>o? ttjv eg 0X1701; dvregopfirja-iv ; Trpoeic^o^Tjcrfi, V. 1 1, 
2, a7ro Toiavrrfi gvvrv^ia'i Kal Trpo€ic<f>ofii]crea><;. 

Plurals occur rarely, mostly in a distributive sense; e.g. L 

7 
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2, I, fyaLverat, /teTamcrTacret? ovaai ; iii. 97, 3, ical r)p iirl iroXii 
TOiavrr] r) fid^rj, Bim^ei<} re /ecu inraywyal ; V. 66, 4, icdi ai 
•7rapayye\<Tei<!, rjv ti f3ov\copTai, Kara tcl avrd %(opovo~i, kt\. ; 
vi. 46, 3, Kal iBia gevlcreK irowifiepoi . . . ecrefyepop e? rd<; 
ecrrtacret? ; vii. 1 2, 5, ai eTrt^etpjfcret? eir e/eetVot? (euri). In one 
case the articular infinitive is combined with the plural of the 
abstract noun, vii. 70, 4, Bid to fir) ehai ra? dvaKpova-eK. The 
practical use of these nouns for the purpose of brachylogy is 
very well illustrated in the combination with a complex attribu- 
tive modifier; thus ii. 18, 4, fidXia-ra Be 7) iv Oivot) eVt'o-^eo-t? 
(8ie/3a\ep ainov) ; ii. Ql, 4, d^vfi(j>opop Bpwpres 717309 rr)p ef 
6\vyov avre^op/jbr/a-iv ; iii. 102, 3, Bid. rrjp etc tj}? AeviedBo? 
dva-xmprjcnv ; cf. iv. 76, I ; vii. 31, I, fierd rr)v iie rr}<; Aa/ccovucf}? 
Tei^urip ; cf. vii. 44, 8 ; vii. 86, 5» Sta t^v iracrap e? dperrjp 
vevofJuo~fJ,evrjv eiriTr^Bevaiv. 

In a small number of cases nouns in -<rt? occur as object, 
and present the full equivalent of what in more common con- 
struction would be a complete sub-clause. Thus after verbs 
of fearing, iii. 33, 1, BeBim tt)v Btatgw ; iii. 78, 1, oi 'AOrfpaioi 
(pofiov/iepoi rr)p TrepiievieXaHnv; or after verbs looking toward 
the future, as <nrepBeo-dai, iii. 24, 3, i<nrevBovro dpatpecrip tok 
peKpdl<; ; or ■yfrrjcpi^effdai, vii. 48, I, y^rj<j>i^Ofiepov9 rr)p dpa- 
ymprfijip. 

2. The second prominent construction in which these nouns 
are found is that with a genitive objective attached. As to 
the proportion of occurrence, this is by far the most frequent 
employment, comprising some 125 out of a total of 400, 
or some 31 per cent of the whole. This class best exhibits 
the general function of the formation, retaining on the one 
hand almost all the active functions of the verb, and lending 
itself on the other to all the modifiers which nouns may take. 
Thus there may be expressed with greater precision the logi- 
cal relation to the leading clause or governing word, be that 
relation temporal, causal, or purely one of manner, or final, or 
the equivalent of an indirect statement. 

Thus we have the equivalent of temporal clauses, especially 
through the vinculum of fierd ; as in i. 12, 3, fierd 'I\iov 
aKaxrip ; i. 18, I, fierd rrjp t&v rvpdpvatp KaraXvaip ix rrj<{ 
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'.EXXctSo? ; vi. 4, 3, /j,erd 2vpa,Kovo~a)v olkictcv ; vi. 5, 3, p,erd 
%vpaicovo-<ov ktio-iv. Instrumental relation is almost always 
expressed by the dative, and not by means of Sid with the 
genitive ; thus, i. 6, 3, xpvo-wv TerTtytou ivepcret ; ii. 37, 3, rmv re 
del ev apxf} ovrtov a/cpod&ei xal t&v vo/mcov ; ii. 94, 4, Xt,fievmv re 
K\-go~ei km rfj aXXj7 67rt/u.eXeta ; iii. 82, I, rfj t&v evavricov KaKco- 
<rei iced <7<f>icnv avTot? e/e tow avrov Trpo<rn-ot,r')<rei ; iii. 82, 3, 
eTniriHTTei, t&v Trpoyeyevrj/iivcov ; ibidem, t<ov e7r^et/>»?o-eaw 
TrepiTe^vrjcrei, ; iii. 82, 8, dpio-ToKparia? crdxfrpovos TrpoTi/irjcrei ; 
vii. 48, 3, ovk aXXmv i-mri/Aiio-ei ; viii. 57, 1—2 ; /j,f) tj}? Tpo<pr}<} 
£r)Trj<rei Trop6r)o-<oo~t. ttjv yr)v. 

Purpose and final , relation are generally expressed by the 
vinculum of eirl with the dative ; iii. 10, 3, fv/x/ua^ot fiemoi, 
iyevo/MeOa ovk eirl KarrahovXato-ei t&v 'EXXrjvwv 'AOrjvalocs, dXX' 
eir eXevOepa>o-ei airb tov M-qhov toIi "EXX-qo-t, ; similarly in v. 
27, 2, eTTt KaTahovXaxret, tj)? IleXoTrovvrjo-ov ; vi. 82, 1, eirl t>)? 
irporepov ovo~r)<i ^v/j,fia^ia<; dvavcaxret ; vii. 66, 2, eirl t»)? $uce- 
Xia? KaraBovXcoa-ei. e£? (e?) and irpos are used to designate 
result and specification. 

Here, too, harshness and obscurity result from excessive 
accumulation ; thus several of these nouns are construed 
together, composite attributives are inserted, a few double 
compounds are met with, and in a few cases several of these 
features are combined. The difficulty of Thucydides, of which 
some critics make too much and some too little, may be ex- 
plained in good part from the employment of such construc- 
tions. For instance, in i. 25, 4, we have a double compound in 
-cri<; governing a genitive objective, and itself depending upon 
a genitive subjective, Kara tt/v twv $aiaKO>v irpoevoiKTjo-tv rrj? 
KepKvpas: so i. 137, 4, ypdtya<; rrjv Ik SaXafiivo? irpodryyeXo-t,v 
Trjf ava%a>pricrea)$ Kal Tr)v t&v ye<f>vpwv $p> ■x/rev&u? vpo<Teiroir)cra.TO 
Tore St avTbv ov BtdXva-tv. The harshness of Thucydides in 
such constructions has often been adverted to by critics from 
Dionysius onward. A similar case of accumulated modifiers is 
found in v. 35,2, Kurd ttjv t&v ymplmv d.XXrfXot<s ovk diroSocriv ; 
IV. 81, 2, tov iroXepov d-rrb tt)<; IleXoirovvtfo-ov Xa><pr)crtv ', v. 50, 
4, Kara ttjv ovk egovo-iav r% dyeovio-eax; ; iv. 126, 5, tf re Std 
Kevrj<i eiravdo-euTVi tS>v oirXasv e%et nvd SrjXcocriv diretXr}?. The 
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accumulation reaches a climax in v. 65, 2, ByXav t»}? ef 
"Apyov? iirairiov dva-^aprjo-ewi rrjv irapovcrav aicaipop irpoOv- 
[liav avakrfty-tv fiovXofievov elvat, ; and again in v. 105, 1, ovBep 
yap ef &> ri)? dvOpayireias t5>v fiev e? to Oeiov i>0/iu<7e&>?, t5>v Be e? 
<r<f>a<; avroi/s /8ov\»/o-e<»? BiKaiov^ev fj irpdaaop,ev. In vii. 34, 6 
we have a rather harsh combination of genitive subjective 
and objective, viz., Bid ttjv rov dve/j,ov airwaw avrcov e? to 
•n-e\a<yo?. This excessive striving after condensation leads 
Thucydides to attach a genitive objective directly to a 
noun in -o-t? the etymology of which does not really permit 
such directness, as in the phrase ev diro^daei t% 7%, i. 108, 
5. Here a.7r6/3a<7i? is not, what it often is, a concrete thing, 
' landing-place,' but (as the context proves — against Liddell 
and Scott) the abstract active noun in a modal sense, equiva- 
lent to a,TrofiavvovTe<; e? ttjv yfjv. 

3. In the third class, a small one, we place those which 
have other and most specifically verbal construction attached ; 
nouns which in such connection are treated as if they had all 
the power and functions of verbs proper. Thus an indirect 
question is attached to BrfXacrts, i. 73, 3, /xapTvptov teal Br)\d>- 
o"ew? (eveica) 7r/>o? oXav iro\iv — aya>v KaTao-rtfcreTai. In an- 
other place we have a complete object-clause construed with 
ivOvfj,t]<TK, i. 132, S» narh ivQvp/i)<riv Tiva on ovBek ttco tcoi> irpb 
eaurov dyyekcov irdXiv w^L/cero. At ii. 41, 3, we have ayavd/CTT)- 
<n<? with the full construction of dyavoKTelv, and KardfiefiifrK 
with that of /caTa/iefi<peo-0ai ; fiovq ovre too "iro\ep,q> eireXdovri 
ar/avaKTriatv e%ei v<j>' o'ionv KaxoiraOel ovre tcS vinjicoq) Kard- 
fie/Ayfriv a>? oii-% inr d£iW apteral,. The genitivus privandi after 
(TTepeiv is maintained after o-re/^crt?, ii. 63, I, irep), ap^? 
o~Tepf)o-ewi. Twice do we meet the future infinitive after 
Boktjo-k, which is thus differentiated from the more concrete 
B6%a, ii. 84, I, BoKrjo-iv Trape')(pvT€<; avrUa enfiaXelv ; iv. 55, 2, 
•H79 Bo/cr)o-ed><; tv irpageiv. The dative of interest after xara- 
BovXovv is made to go with KaTaBovkwo-t,?, vi. 76, 3, irepl . . . 
o-$io~iv aXXa p.t] eicelva K<naBovXcoo~ea><;. The object-clause after 
dvaicaXeZv is left unchanged after dvdK\ir)o-i^, vii. 71, 3, Trpo? 
dvaKK'qauv detov p,r) o-reprjo-at o-<pd<; Trjf o-(OT'r)pia<} erpeirovTO. 

4. We now reach that construction of nouns in -<rt? where 
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the latter are dependent upon a genitive subjective or pos- 
sessive. The proportion of occurrence of this construction is 
much smaller than of that with the genitive objective. There 
are found about 42 cases or 10 per cent of the whole, whereas 
the cases of construction with the genitive objective consti- 
tute some 132 or 33 per cent of all cases. In the construc- 
tion with the genitive subjective or possessive the noun 
naturally assumes more of a substantive character and be- 
comes further removed from the signification of its verbal 
original than in the object-construction. Moreover there 
was probably some tacit feeling on the part of the writer 
which led him to avoid confusion with that class. In this 
employment, too, we may notice the freedom with which Thu- 
cydides uses double compounds ; thus in ii. 27, 2, evepyerat, 
rjcrav viro . , . to>v EiXcotcov ttjv hravdo-Taaiv ; and in iv. 128, 
4, 6pyi£6p,evoi rfj trpoavaxcopijo-tt t£>v MaiceBovcov. In one 
case, quoted above, we find the harsh combination of genitive 
subjective and objective, vii. 34, 6, Bid ttjv tov dvi/juov aircoa-iv 
avrwv e's to irekayo?. A number of nouns in this construc- 
tion assume decidedly concrete sense : thus, diroa-Taa-K, ' re- 
volt ; ' iroir)ai<i, ' poetical works ; ' /ieWijo-is, ' delay ; ' o-rrXio-is, 
'equipment;' u7roo-^6o-«, 'promise;' dvaXaxnt, 'expenditure;' 
e/cTrXrjgi?, ' fright ; ' dvdjSao~is, ' approach ; ' in concrete topo- 
graphical sense, Bidftacris, ' ford ; ' aTr6@ao-t,$, ' landing-place.' 
A few illustrations will suffice ; i. 10, 3, tj) 'O^pov iroi^aei ; 
vi. 31, 5. el yap tls ikoyicraro ttjv — ttj? 7r6\ew? dvdXooaiv ; 
vi. 78, 2, oiiie dvOpooirivi) 1 ; 8vvd/j,eco<; (3ov\i)<riv i\irl£ei ; iv. 39, 3, 
Kal tov KXecovos Kaltrep fuiviwBr)^ ovo-a 17 viroa^eo-fi dire^rj ; 
i. 69, 4, t^i> av%t)o-iv t&v kyQp&v KaraXvovTes ; iii. 78, 4, e? 
r/Xlov Bvaiv ; vii. 42, 3, diroyprjcrcurdai rfj irapovo-g tov o-Tparev- 
/taro? iicir\rj];ei. (e/ra-XT/fi? occurs 8 times in Thucydides, 
whereas the average occurrence of all other nouns in -o-t? is 
twice each) ; vii. 42, 4, el KpaT^aeii t*s t&v . . . 'EtmtoX&v 
tj}? dva/3do-ea><; ; vii. 74> 2 > f&v peiffpav Kal iroTafMav Bi,a/3daei<s 
i(pv\ao-o-ov. 

5. The last construction to be considered is the periphras- 
tic. Hitherto we have seen that these nouns serve as a 
means of compact statement, that they are a contrivance for 
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condensation. Is the same thing to be said of the peri- 
phrastic construction ? Is it not really an expansion ? Could 
not Thucydides say dizo^aivew or arrofir\va.i instead of airofia- 
aiv -rroieio-Oai ? We must not forget that the striving after 
logical precision is as strong in Thucydides as that after con- 
densation, and that nouns admit of more concise modification 
than verbs. The force of habit, also, doubtless told on his 
phraseology ; it became stereotyped in many modes of expres- 
sion. I have noticed some seventy instances of these peri- 
phrastic locutions. Thirty-two are made with iroieurdai. 
Once only — where the subject acts merely as the instru- 
ment — 7roielv is used, iv. 20, 2, Tot? a\\ot? " EXXr}<nv dvdirav- 
aiM tcaicoiv iroi/qamj^ev. In point of frequency rroielcrdcu is 
followed by yirfveaQai ; with this verb seventeen of these 
periphrases are made. The other periphrases are with exeiv, 
irape^etv, elvat, tcaOio-rdvai. The periphrasis with rroielaOai is 
especially used after military movements and political meas- 
ures; thus in iii. 2, I, rrjv ivwoaracnv iroiijo-acrdat ; iii. 53> *» 
rrjv irapaBo<nv t% 7ro\e&>? . . . eTroiijadfieOa ; iii. 66, 2, fjvpfia- 
criv irovr\o-dfx,evoi ', vi. 42, I, irre^eravw rov o-rparevfiaros ical 
aruvrafyv . . . e7roirj<ravTo ; vii. 17, 3, -rrifi^iv rmv vemv iroirj- 
oaaQai ; vii. 41, 1, rrjv Kard<f>ev!;iv iiroiovvro e? rov eavr&v 
opfiov ; viii. 3, 2, rrjv Trpocrragiv Tat? iroXea-tv iiroiovvro. 

The periphrasis with ylyveo-dai, though less frequent in 
occurrence, seems to be more varied in its composition, 
iii. 23, 5, iyevero 17 8id<pev^K avTot? fiaXXov 8ta rov ^eift&vo^ rb 
/j.iye0o$ ; iii. 89, 3, irapairXrfala ytr/verai iirtickvo-is ; iv. 38, 3, 
yevofievmv iirepwrr\creav SU f) rpk', iv. 85, I, r) fiev eWe/ti/ri? 
/j,ov faro AaKeSaipovuDv yey ev^rat, ; iv. 95, 1, St oXvyov r) 
■trapalveo-i<i ydyverai ; iv. 135, I, 17 irpoo-Oea-K iyevero; vi. 
103, 4, Kvpuais ovhefila iylyvero ; vii. 4, 6, ra>v irXrjpaiid- 
toov KaKwait iyevero ; viii. 66, 2, ovre tyrrjo-t,'; ovre Sueauoai? 
iylyvero. 

The periphrasis with irapexew is mostly e/rn-X^ft? ; thus, iv. 
55, 3, eKTrXrjgiv fieylarr\v -Kapelx* '■> vi- 4&> 4> p-eydXrjv rrjv 
eiarXrifyv Tot? 'A6r)valoi$ 7ra/>et%e ; vii. 70, 6, eKTrXijgiv re dfia ical 
aTrocrreprjcriv rr)<; aicor}<: . . . irapexeiv. The same term occurs 
with Kadiardvai, and with ■jrapao-rijvai ; vi. 36, 2, rrjv rroXiv 
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e? eKirXrj^iv Ka6t,<rravai, ; viii. 96, I, -rot? 8' 'AOrjvaloK . . . 
eicirKrifa /Meyurrr) irapearrj. 

The periphrasis with e%etv occurs in a passive sense in iv. 
126, I, el firj virunrrevov vfias e/cirXrjgiv e^eiv ', but actively a 
little below, iv. 126, 5> T W f-eWrjcriv e^owt Tot? aireipot,<; 
<po@epdv ; ibidem, e^et BrjXmaiP airei\r)<; ; vi. 41, 4, t^v e£era- 
crip avr&v TjneU egofiev. The harshest and most abnormal 
employment of eyeiv is found in ii. 61, 2, to //.ev \v7p0w e^et 
T7S77 t^v ata-Orjcnv enaoTGi. The tendency towards periphrasis 
may be observed elsewhere in Thucydides, particularly with 
nomina agentis in -1-175 ; e. g. i. 35> 4> f&vBe KeoXvra!! . . . yevrf 
oeaOe; i. 1 32, 5, /xtjwt^? ylyverai. Cf. iii. 2, 3 ; iii. 23, 2 ; iii. 
59, 2, l/cerai yiyvo/Meda. 

With reference to the use of these verbals, it may be of 
interest to compare Thucydides with some of the most im- 
portant writers of Greek prose who stood nearest to him. 
These are Herodotus, Antiphon, and the author of irepl 
'Adrjvaimv iroXireiav as his predecessors, and Xenophon, as 
his successor. 

The eighth book of Herodotus is equivalent to about one 
sixth of Thucydides. The occurrences of the -<n? nouns 
number 40, and are to those in an equal amount of Thu- 
cydides as 3 to 5. But 15 are nouns long in vogue, with 
established concrete meaning, such as oraov?, oSja?, oXohtk, 
cvvecK, SidfScuTi 1 }, <J>v<jk, 7rpo(paa-i<;, aicT)>{n$, rafys, Karaftatns, 
avafiatTis, and the like. The following are not found in Thu- 
cydides : e^Xufft?, ivdyepcrt';, eXa<rt9, eTravpeais, vwocfiavcris, 
e«Xet-</a?, a7rtft?. Eight are cases with a genitive objective 
attached. The most striking feature of Thucydidean usage 
which is wanting in this portion of Herodotus, is the accumu- 
lation and insertion of attributives and other modifiers. 

As for Antiphon, the bulk of that author is equivalent to 
one eighth of Thucydides, and a little more. We find some 
thirty-eight cases, or about three quarters of the Thucydidean 
average. The percentage of independent and original forma- 
tions is much larger than in Herodotus ; thus we find ttoctk, 
'potatio,' <f>6vev<ri$, a7r6(j}ev^, aTroyjrrj<j>io-i<;, Tifir)cri<;, alrlaais:, 



104 On the Verbal Abstract Nouns in -<rt? in Thucydides. 

dvaipea-K, lacns, Btdyvaxrts, and in iv. 22, a double compound, 
/tt€Te/e/3a<m. A case of accumulated construction reminding 
us greatly of Thucydides is found in iv. 95, rod Be tovtok 
ireidofievovs i£ep<yd<rao~0ai a ovtoi ftovXovrat ovk etTTiv idaus. 

The pamphlet irepl 'AOtjvaleov 7roXtTe/a? is equivalent to 
nine pages of Stahl's Thucydides, which of course is too little 
to base any computation upon. Only four cases occur : 
/crf/cns, Oeafi, ragis, and irp6<$acn<}. KTrjo-is is used in concrete 
sense, i. 19, Bid rrjv /crfjcnv, rrjv iv tois virepopiois. deai? and 
rd^i<; are construed with genitive objective : iii. 3, 7repl vofimv 
Peered)? ; iii. 5. oi Tafet? tov (popov. 

Of Xenophon I selected for comparison his continuation of 
Thucydides, viz. the first three books of the Hellenica, these 
being equal in bulk to one fifth of Thucydides. The result 
is quite significant. There are only some twenty-five occur- 
rences, or considerably less than one third as many as Thu- 
cydides would have in that space. The variety is limited, and 
concrete nouns like irpofyao-vi, <rrdcn<;, Trpagis, /cpic-is, (j>vcri<; 
make up most of the count. But a very small number of 
freer formations deserve mention, such as <£oiV?7<m, i. 6, 7, 
raU €7rt t<z? dvpas $onr)<jeaiv. At iii. 5. S> ls a noteworthy 
case of accumulation: irdXcu 6p<yi^6p,evoc avrois ri}? re dvrikri- 
yfrecos rrj<: tov 'AttoWwvos Bexarr]? iv Aeicekela ical tov iirl tov 
Ueipaid fir/ ideXrjo-ai aKoXovdrjaai. 



